
 

 
 
 
Dec. 24, 2003 
 
*** ADDENDUM *** ADDENDUM *** ADDENDUM *** 
 
SOLICITATION:    GM4041 
DUE DATE:   01/06/04 
TIME:   3:00 P.M. 

 
DESCRIPTION:   PROVIDE IT PROFESSIONAL SERVICES FOR A 
LOCATION REFERENCE SYSTEM 
 
ADDENDUM  #1 
 

The following are to be added to the specifications/requirements for this 
proposal: 

        
1. The questions received and corresponding answers are included on the following 

pages. 
 
2. The due date and time remain unchanged.   
                                                                                                                                                                                       
3. With RFP process questions contact Glendon Mitchell at 801-538-3138. 

 
 

 ************************END OF ADDENDUM********************** 
 
To acknowledge receipt of addendum, include a copy of this addendum with the proposal 
submittal or give written acknowledgment with the proposal.  It shall be the responsibility 
of the respondent to appropriately disseminate this information to all concerned prior to 
the assigned due date and time.  
  
 _________________________   _________________ 
  Name       Company 
 _________________________   _________________ 
  Signature      Date 



State of Utah 
Q u e s t I o n s   a n d   R e s p o n s e s 

For 

S o l i c i t a t i o n   G M 4 0 4 1 
 
 

1. Can a schedule of rates be quoted for a team of personnel with different skill-sets? 
 

UDOT is looking for one price quote per person. 
 

2. If off-the-shelf software is part of the solution, should it be costed as part of the 
proposal? 

 
No 

 
3. Will Utah be scoring the total cost of the project in the evaluation, or just the rate? 

 
UDOT is looking for the fully loaded hourly rate per consultant, not 
project cost. 
 

4. How would a proposal that used existing software as a foundation and starting 
point to move the project forward, meeting Utah’s exact needs, be scored? 

 
Proposals will be scored based on the number of years, amount of 
personal involvement, number of similar or specific experience listed 
in the resume (personal profile). 

 
5. How would a proposal to provide Phase One to Utah within significantly reduced 

time frame be scored within the evaluation criteria? 
 

See answer to question 3. 
 
6. How would a response be scored that could incorporate Phase Three functionality 

in Phase One? 
 

See answer to question 3. 
 

7. Has Utah looked toward any particular DOT’s linear referencing database system 
implementation as an example they would like to emulate? 

 
UDOT has implemented three different databases with location 
referencing to emulate. 

 



8. How will expertise and relevant experience with data migration be scored? 
 

Data migration was not listed ether as a request or a requirement, 
but may receive points. 

 
9. How will the proposal that demonstrates experience with application-specific end-

user training- in addition to Oracle technology training- be scored? 
 

Proposals will be scored based on the number of years, amount of 
personal involvement, number of similar or specific experience listed 
in the resume (personal profile). 

 
10. How will Utah score vendors who have formal quality certification, e.g. ISO?  

 
Quality certification was not listed either as a request or a 
requirement, but may receive points.  


